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Abstract
• Most of the edible forest mushrooms are mycorrhizal and depend on carbohydrates produced by
the associated trees. Fruiting patterns of these fungi are not yet fully understood since climatic factors
alone do not completely explain mushroom occurrence.
• The objective of this study was to retrospectively ﬁnd out if changing tree growth following an
increment thinning has inﬂuenced the diversity patterns and productivity of associated forest mush-
rooms in the fungus reserve La Chanéaz, Switzerland.
• The results reveal a clear temporal relationship between the thinning, the growth reaction of trees
and the reaction of the fungal community, especially for the ectomycorrhizal species. The tree-ring
width of the formerly suppressed beech trees and the fruit body number increased after thinning,
leading to a signiﬁcantly positive correlation between fruit body numbers and tree-ring width.
• Fruit body production was inﬂuenced by previous annual tree growth, the best accordance was
found between fruit body production and the tree-ring width two years previously.
• The results support the hypothesis that ectomycorrhizal fruit body production must be linked with
the growth of the associated host trees. Moreover, the ﬁndings indicate the importance of including
mycorrhizal fungi as important players when discussing a tree as a carbon source or sink.
Mots-clés :
champignons sauvages forestiers /
croissance d’arbre /
biodiversité /
gestion forestière /
production forestière autre que le bois
Résumé – La productivité des champignons est-elle favorisée par la croissance des arbres ? Ré-
sultats d’une expérience d’éclaircie.
• La plupart des champignons comestibles des forêts sont mycorhiziens et dépendent des hydrates
de carbone produits par les arbres associés. Le processus de fructiﬁcation de ces champignons n’est
pas encore totalement connu. À eux seuls, les facteurs climatiques ne sont pas en mesure d’expliquer
l’apparition d’années pauvres ou riches en champignons.
• Cette étude a pour but de vériﬁer, d’une manière rétrospective, si la modiﬁcation de la croissance
des arbres, induite par une mise en lumière suite à une éclaircie, inﬂuence la diversité et la producti-
vité des champignons dans la réserve mycologique de La Chanéaz en Suisse.
• Les résultats montrent une relation temporelle nette entre l’éclaircie, la réaction de croissance des
arbres et la réaction des communautés de champignons, spécialement pour les espèces ectomyco-
rhiziennes. Nous avons observé une augmentation tant de la largeur des cernes des hêtres autrefois
dominés que du nombre de carpophores, conduisant à une corrélation positive entre les deux va-
riables.
• La production de carpophores était inﬂuencée par la croissance annuelle précédente des arbres. La
meilleure concordance a été trouvée entre la production de carpophores et la largeur des cernes deux
ans auparavant.
• Les résultats sont en accord avec l’hypothèse que la production de carpophores des champignons
mycorrhiziens est liée à la croissance des arbres associés. En outre, les résultats montrent qu’il est
essentiel de tenir compte du rôle important des champignons mycorhiziens lorsqu’on débat de l’arbre
en tant que source ou puits de carbone.
* Corresponding author: simon.egli@wsl.ch
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1. INTRODUCTION
In Switzerland, the existence of nearly 5000 macromycetes
has been documented (Senn-Irlet et al., 2007). Among them,
1 540 are mycorrhizal, living in a mutualistic symbiosis with
forests trees and performing important functions within the
forest ecosystem. They enhance the nutrient acquisition of
their host trees, improve their tolerance of drought and their
resistance to disease. In return, the autotrophic hosts provide
photosynthetically ﬁxed carbon to the heterotrophic fungal
symbionts (Smith and Read, 1997). Most of the valuable ed-
ible forest mushrooms belong to this category of fungi, such
as boletes (Boletaceae), chanterelles (Cantharellaceae), and
truﬄes (Tuberaceae). Most mycorrhizal fungi are obligato-
rily biotrophic and only grow and fruit together with a liv-
ing host tree. Their cultivation and fructiﬁcation is not feasi-
ble on diverse substrates, unlike for such saprotrophic species
as the Button mushroom (Agaricus bisporus) or the Oyster
Mushroom (Pleurotus ostreatus) or Shiitake (Lentinus edo-
des). Although there have been some promising results with
cultivating the golden chanterelle (Cantharellus cibarius) to-
gether with host plants (Danell and Comacho, 1997) and a
few other edible mycorrhizal species (Yamada et al., 2001),
these attempts are far from being commercially feasible. Un-
derstanding the mechanisms of fruit body production and ﬁnd-
ing ways of maintaining or even improving the yields of myc-
orrhizal forest mushrooms as a valuable non-wood forest prod-
uct should therefore be welcomed by mushroom pickers and
forest managers.
Temperature and water availability are key factors for the
fruit body formation of forest mushrooms. It is a widespread
experience of mushroom pickers that drought periods in-
hibit or delay fruit body formation. Such eﬀects have also
been demonstrated in irrigation (Wiklund et al., 1995) and
drought experiments (Ogaya and Penuelas, 2005). It is com-
mon knowledge that good or poor mushroom years are deter-
mined by weather conditions, but climatic factors alone do not
completely explain mushroom occurrence (Straatsmaa et al.,
2001). Other factors must be also involved.
Mycorrhizal fungi mostly depend on photosynthetically
ﬁxed carbon produced by the associated host trees to extend
their vegetative mycelium in the soil and to form mycorrhizas
as well as fruit bodies for sexual reproduction. It has clearly
been demonstrated that mycorrhizal fungi depend on current
photosynthates for fruit body production and maintenance ac-
tivities (Hacskaylo, 1965; Högberg et al., 2001; 2008). A re-
duction or an interruption of the carbohydrate ﬂow from the
host tree to the roots aﬀect mycorrhizal colonization and fruit
body production: the elimination of the photosynthetically
active green part of the tree, e.g. by clear cutting, leads to
an immediate disruption of ectomycorrhizal fruit body for-
mation (Kropp and Albee, 1996; Ohenoja, 1988). Accord-
ingly, tree girdling has been found to reduce fruit body pro-
duction of ectomycorrhizal fungi virtually to zero (Högberg
et al., 2001), and shading to reduce the fruit body produc-
tion of Telephora terrestris (Hacskaylo, 1965) and Laccaria
bicolor (Lamhamedi et al., 1994). Herbivores also reduce my-
corrhizal colonization and alter the composition of the my-
corrhizal fungal community as well (Gehring and Whitham,
2002). Moreover, defoliation experiments indicate that the
number of fruit bodies of ectomycorrhizal fungi decreased
to one third on defoliated trees compared to on control trees
(Kuikka et al., 2003). Factors that inﬂuence tree growth and
physiological processes such as photosynthetic activity and
carbohydrate balance should also aﬀect the associated ectomy-
corrhizal fungi. In this sense, forest management can therefore
also be considered to inﬂuence ectomycorrhizal communities.
Thinning is intended to increase the dimensions and quality
of trees as well as induce regeneration. The available results
on the eﬀects of thinning on the fungal community are incon-
sistent. Kropp and Albee (1996) and Buée et al. (2005) found
that the fruit body production of some fungi were adversely
aﬀected by thinning while others were positively aﬀected. A
thinning of a 12-year-old Scots pine plantation had little ef-
fect on the ectomycorrhizal fruit body production (Shaw et al.,
2003): out of 19 species tested only three (Suillus bovinus,
Gomphidius roseus, and Cortinarius semisanguineus) signiﬁ-
cantly responded to the thinning and increased their fruit body
production. Pilz et al. (2006) found that number and weight
of chanterelles (Cantharellus formosus) produced signiﬁcantly
decreased after thinning in the ﬁrst year, but no diﬀerences
were observed during the following six years. Ayer et al.
(2006) observed the highest species richness and fruit body
abundance in medium dense Norway spruce stands compared
to stands with both high and low densities. Ectomycorrhizal
species produced twice as many fruit bodies in stands with
medium density, whereas saprotrophic species did not dif-
fer signiﬁcantly between the three densities. Ohenoja (1988)
mentions two unpublished studies in Southern Finland and in
Eastern Karelia, which both found higher fruit body yields in
thinned forests compared to denser stands. In contrast, Luoma
and colleagues (2004) showed that thinning caused a decline
in fruit body production, but this eﬀect varied greatly accord-
ing to the season and to the pattern and level of thinning.
The aim of the present study was to ﬁnd out if changing
tree growth inﬂuences the diversity patterns and productiv-
ity of associated forest mushrooms in the fungus reserve La
Chanéaz, where it was possible to study the eﬀects of thinning
the overstory in an old-growth forest. An experimental plot
was thinned in winter 1986 as part of the normal silvicultural
management plan of the local forest service ten years after the
start of the mycological inventory. The inventory was contin-
ued for another 20 y. Four other study plots of the same size
and inventoried in the same way as the thinned plot served as
“non-thinned” controls. The tree-ring widths of the host trees
were measured as the growth parameter.
We hypothesized that thinning and the resulting growth re-
actions of trees would inﬂuence the diversity and productivity
of the associated mycorrhizal fungi.
2. MATERIALS AND METHODS
2.1. Study site
The study was carried out in the 75 ha fungus reserve “La
Chanéaz” established in 1975 in south-western Switzerland. The re-
serve consists of several long-term observations plots and is located
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in a common forest type in the Swiss Central Plateau at 575 m a.s.l.
The mixed old-growth forest contains deciduous and coniferous tree
species of diﬀerent ages (beech (Fagus sylvatica L.), oak (Quercus
robur L.), spruce (Picea abies (L.) Karst.), ﬁr (Abies alba Mill.),
pine (Pinus silvestris L.), Eastern white pine (Pinus strobus L.), larch
(Larix decidua Mill.)). This type of forest is popular for mushroom
harvesting in Switzerland. The annual mean temperature is 8.5 ◦C and
the annual mean precipitation is 845 mm (norm values 1961–1990
from climate station Payerne, source: Meteo Schweiz). To prevent
mushroom pickers and large forest animals having an inconvenient
impact, the plots were enclosed by 2 m high fences.
Five 300 m2 observation plots (30 m × 10 m: plot 47, 51, 54, 58,
59) were installed within the reserve in 1977. The forest structural
characteristics of the 5 plots are given in Table I.
2.2. Thinning
In December 1986 an increment thinning was performed in one
of the ﬁve plots (plot 59) in order to lighten the dense old-growth
beech forest to favour the understory. This is a routine silvicultural
intervention which was part of the forest management planning. From
the 24 dominating trees of the overstory (11 larch, 6 beech, 3 Norway
spruce, 2 eastern white pines, and 2 oaks), 11 trees were cleared (5
larch, 3 Norway spruce, 2 eastern white pines, and 1 oak).
2.3. Measurement of tree-ring width
Tree-ring width was measured to compare the growth before and
after the intervention. Tree cores of 11 trees were taken in the thinned
plot in spring 2007, consisting of 2 beech trees and 4 larch trees of the
overstory and 5 beech trees from the former understory. As a control,
tree cores were sampled in the four non-thinned plots from 10 over-
story trees per plot of the dominating tree species. One core was taken
from each tree at breast height (1.3 m) with an incremental borer.
Tree-ring width was measured over the previous 30 y using a linear
table Lintab and the time series analysis and presentation programm
(TSAP-Win) (Rinn, 2003). The individual tree-ring series were syn-
chronised visually by crossdating and averaged to site chronologies.
2.4. Fungal sampling
In all plots fruit bodies of the epigeous mycorrhizal and sapro-
trophic macromycetes were identiﬁed and counted at weekly inter-
vals from May to December (weeks 21–52). When ﬁrst recorded, the
fruit bodies were marked with methylene blue on the cap to avoid
double counting in the subsequent week. The survey was started in
1977 and continued until 2006 (plots 51 and 54 only until 2005). Be-
tween 1980 and 1983 only the edible fungi were recorded. These four
incomplete years were excluded from the analyses.
The mycorrhizal species were classiﬁed as “strictly beech-
speciﬁc”, “facultatively beech-speciﬁc” and “non beech-speciﬁc” (for
the species classiﬁcation see Appendix available online at www.afs.
journal.org). This classiﬁcation is not meant to be universally applica-
ble, it strictly refers to the tree assemblage of the plot and the spatial
distribution of the trees, i.e. a species is here called strictly beech-
speciﬁc when there is no other potential tree species other than beech
on the plot which could act as a symbiont, or when a potential tree
is too far away from the fruit body to act as a potential host tree.
The classiﬁcation was based on the personal mycological experience
of the authors and on literature sources (Arnolds et al., 1994; Holec,
1992; Kriegelsteiner, 1991; Moser, 1978).
2.5. Data analysis
Diﬀerences in species and fruit body numbers before (1977–1986)
and after thinning (1987–2006) were examined by comparing the an-
nual means of the two periods using a two-sample t-test. The analyses
were performed with the statistical software R (R Development Core
Team, 2007). To level out a general shift in mushroom productiv-
ity between the periods before and after thinning, the data from the
thinned plot were adjusted by multiplying them by the mean quotient
of the two periods of the four non-thinned plots (see Tab. II).
To analyse any relationship between the mean tree-ring chronol-
ogy of beech and the number of fruit bodies on the thinned plot, Pear-
sons’s correlations were calculated separately for each species cate-
gory. In addition, the “Gleichläuﬁgkeit” (GLK) between the mean
tree-ring chronology and the number of fruit bodies was analysed.
“Gleichläuﬁgkeit” gives the similarity in curve progression between
two time series. It is a measure of the year-to-year agreement between
two chronologies, expressed as a percentage of cases of agreement
(Schweingruber, 1983). Not only was GLK calculated for the data of
the same year (Lag = 0), but the time series were also shifted in re-
lation to each other to study if the number of fruit bodies was also
inﬂuenced by tree growth in previous years (Lag 1 to Lag 3).
3. RESULTS
In plot 59 mushroom production was very low in the pe-
riod before thinning (1977–1986) and in the ﬁrst three years
after thinning (1987–1989). In 1990, the fourth year after thin-
ning, species richness as well as fruit body numbers increased
sharply (Fig. 1). Comparing the period before thinning (1977–
1986) with the period after thinning (1987–2006), 4 times
more species and 10 times more fruit bodies were counted on
average per year (Tab. II). This increase was especially pro-
nounced for the mycorrhizal species: they produced 5 times
more species and 17 times more fruit bodies on average af-
ter the thinning. These values are based on the corrected data
(see Materials and Methods), since in the non-thinned plots,
species richness and number of fruit bodies were also two to
three times higher in the 1987–2006 period than in the 1975–
1986 period (Fig. 2 and Tab. II).
In the thinned plot 59 the mycorrhizal fungi clearly in-
creased their dominance after the thinning relative to the non-
mycorrhizal fungi from 44% to 63% of the total fruit body
number (Tab. III). The most obvious was in the proportion
of the strictly beech-speciﬁc mycorrhizal fungi after the thin-
ning in plot 59. They accounted, on average, for 19% of the
mycorrhizal fruit bodies before thinning, raising to 70% after
thinning. The proportion of fruit bodies from the facultatively
beech-speciﬁc fungi dropped from 70% to 15%, while that of
the non beech-speciﬁc remained unchanged.
The non thinned control plots (47, 51, 54, 58) were checked
to see whether there was an analogous shift with the set of fun-
gal species occurring in plot 59 between the two periods. The
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Figure 1. Fungal species and fruit body numbers from 1977 to 2006 in the thinned plot 59, and annual tree-ring width of beech (understory
trees before thinning) and larch trees (overstory trees).
Y
Figure 2. Fruit body numbers from 1977 to 2006 in all the plots.
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Table III. Shift in the relative fruit body abundance of mycorrhizal and non-mycorrhizal species and in the proportions per ecological category
between the period before the thinning (1977–1986) and after the thinning (1987–2006) in plot 59 and in the non-thinned plots 47, 51, 54, 58.
For this comparison only the species occurring in plot 59 were considered.  Increasing trend;  decreasing trend.
59 58 54 51 47
Mycorrhizal 44%63% 71%57% 81%66% 83%57% 56%38%
Strictly beech-speciﬁc 19%70% 68%52% 78%81% 91%92% 25%21%
Facultatively beech-speciﬁc 70%15% 9%27% 8%11% 6%5% 16%38%
Non beech-speciﬁc 11%15% 23%21% 14%8% 3% 3% 59%41%
Non mycorrhizal 56%37% 29%43% 19%34% 17%43% 44%62%
Saprotrophic-terricol 95%41% 79%34% 68%65% 96%63% 40%47%
Saprotrophic lignicolous 5%48% 10%26% 26%23% 4%36% 21%12%
Parasitc, pathogenic 0%11% 11%40% 6%12% 0%1% 39%41%
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Figure 3. Annual tree-ring width from overstory (O) and understory (U) trees located in the thinned plot 59 and the 4 non-thinned plots 47, 51,
54, 58.
situation in these plots was rather diﬀerent and the percentage
of mycorrhizal fungi decreased relative to the non-mycorrhizal
from the ﬁrst to the second period. Furthermore, the proportion
of fruit bodies of strictly beech-speciﬁc species did not diﬀer
between the two periods, and neither did those of the faculta-
tively beech-speciﬁc and the non beech-speciﬁc species.
The tree-ring curves of the formerly suppressed beech trees
showed an immediate reaction to the thinning, and tree-ring
width increased in the season directly after the thinning in-
tervention (Fig. 1). The tree-ring width of the formerly sup-
pressed beech trees was on average 3 times higher after the
thinning than beforehand. In contrast, the tree-ring widths of
the remaining larch and beech trees of the overstory did not
increase, and neither did those of the trees measured in the
non-thinned plots (Fig. 3).
The strength of the positive correlation between fruit body
numbers and tree-ring width of the formerly suppressed beech
trees depended on the ecological category of the species, but
was always positive (Fig. 4). Hence signiﬁcantly more fruit
bodies were found in years with wider tree rings than in years
with narrow tree rings. The correlation coeﬃcient varied be-
tween 0.45 (p < 0.05) for the facultatively beech-speciﬁc
species and 0.67 (p < 0.001) for the strictly beech speciﬁc
species. The “Gleichläuﬁgkeit” GLK between the fruit body
numbers and the tree-ring width of beech was between 43%
and 52%, and reached its maximum with a time lag of 2 y
(56% to 63%).
Unexpectedly, the numbers of the fruit bodies of the non-
mycorrhizal species was also found to correlate with tree-ring
width with a time lag of 2 y as well.
On the thinned plot, a total of 23 species was counted in
the 1977–1986 period, compared to 173 in the 1987–2006 pe-
riod. Over the whole period 176 species were detected in the
thinned plot. Three species (Agaricus silvicola, Entoloma con-
ferendum, Otidea onotica) only appeared in the ﬁrst period,
very infrequently. 96 of the 176 species are mycorrhizal, 52
of them are strictly beech-speciﬁc, the other 23 are facultative
symbionts of beech, and 21 are non beech-speciﬁc. Many of
the edible mushrooms occurred exclusively after the thinning:
Boletus edulis, Xerocomus badius, and some Russula species,
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** p < 0.01, *** p < 0.001.)
Craterellus cornucopioides, Amanita rubescens, Hypholoma
capnoides. In contrast, in the control plots these species have
been present since the beginning of the inventory, occurring
with uniform frequency throughout the whole period. The one
exception was Hypholoma capnoides, which was absent on
these plots. Of the 3 species which were only present before
thinning in plot 59, Otidea onotica was also only present in the
ﬁrst years on the other plots, but Agaricus silvicola and En-
toloma conferendum were found troughout the whole period.
4. DISCUSSION
Our results reveal a clear temporal relationship between
the thinning, the growth reaction of trees and the reaction
of the associated fungal community. The most telling argu-
ment for a causal relationship between tree growth and myc-
orrhizal mushroom productivity is the clear shift of the my-
corrhizal fruit body production towards beech-speciﬁc fungi
from proportionally 19% prior to thinning to 70% afterwards.
We interpret this change as a direct reaction to the change in
the forest’s structural characteristics from being a larch- to a
beech-dominated forest. Before the thinning the suppressed
beech trees in the shade of the old trees had low growth rates
with an annual increment of 0.5–1.0 mm. The thinning inter-
vention altered this situation considerably. The formerly sup-
pressed beech trees increased their growth dramatically, dis-
playing annual increments between 3 to 4.5 mm, whereas the
few formerly dominating larch and beech trees continued their
slow growth (0.5 to 2 mm). This increase in tree-ring width
might have been caused by the increase in crown irradiation
of the formerly shaded beech trees, which then induced an in-
crease of the photosynthetic activity.
In the three non-thinned plots in which beech was also the
dominating tree species (51, 54, 58), no tendency of a shift to-
wards strictly beech-speciﬁc species was observed in the same
time frame. We deduce that this shift was not a general phe-
nomenon in our fungus reserve, but must be related to the
growth reaction of the beech trees to the thinning.
The very poor fruit body production on the plot 59 prior
to thinning can be explained by the high stand density and
the extremely high tree basal area (Bonet et al., 2008), and
according to the results of Hintikka (1988) by the high stand
age (150 y).
Waring (1987) postulated a hierarchy for the carbon allo-
cation in a tree. According to his theory, a tree invests its car-
bohydrates ﬁrst in photosynthetic tissues (buds, new foliage)
and in new roots. Additional carbohydrates go into storage re-
serves in the stem and the roots, and only then into diameter
growth. That means that a tree producing a wide tree ring has
already allocated reserves to the roots, which are then avail-
able for mycorrhizal fungi. The amount of carbon storage was
probably reduced in the slow growing larch trees and in the
suppressed beech trees, leading to less availability of carbo-
hydrates for the mycorrhizal fungi. In contrast, after the thin-
ning intervention the emerging beech trees probably generated
a carbohydrate surplus which the mycorrhizal fungi could use.
Kranabetter and Kroeger (2001) came to a similar conclusion
in a partial cutting experiment in a coniferous forest in British
Columbia. They hypothesized from their results and those of
Last et al. (1979) that increased growth of residual trees might
enhance mushroom fruiting through greater tree vigour and
photosynthetic activity. This assumption is also supported by
the results of Cranswick (1979), who found that the starch con-
tent increased substantially in twigs of formerly shaded trees
when overstory trees were removed. Moreover, the biomass of
ectomycorrhizal fruit bodies positively correlates with starch
concentration in ﬁne roots (Kuikka et al., 2003).
An interesting experiment in this context is described by
Fortin et al. (2008), who used pine seedlings colonized by
Laccaria bicolor in an in-vitro system under laboratory con-
ditions. The system produced fruit bodies in lower or higher
quantities according to the length of the photo period. They
postulated that the starting point of the forest mushroom sea-
son coincides with the completion of growth of associated
trees in the beginning of fall when the terminal buds are de-
veloped. At that moment, trees seem to change their carbon
balance strategy and start to direct their photosynthesis prod-
ucts to the roots. This coincides with the ﬁnding of Li et al.
(2002) that the mobile carbon pool in the roots in September
is nearly twice that in May.
Our results and these ﬁndings support the hypothesis that
ectomycorrhizal fruit body production might be coupled with
the physiological status of the associated tree. In other words,
strongly growing trees with a high photosynthetic capacity
tend to produce more ectomycorrhizal fruit bodies than poorly
growing trees, as already postulated by Pilz et al. (1998).
The fruit body production of non-mycorrhizal species also
increased after the thinning treatment. This was not to the same
extent as with the mycorrhizal ones, but the increase was also
signiﬁcant. Here the reaction cannot be explained directly as
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the result of the tree growth since these fungi are not physio-
logically dependent on living trees. There must be other fac-
tors with a similar time pattern. A possible explanation could
be an accelerated decomposition of the organic matter as a
side-eﬀect of the thinning, since changes in the canopy struc-
ture result in altered lighting, soil moisture and temperature
conditions (Ballard, 2000). Light is not a relevant factor for
fungi, since they do not depend on light for growth. But the re-
sulting changes in soil temperature and moisture regimes are
probably more relevant for fungal growth. The saprotrophic
species seem to react directly to these eﬀects by increasing
their litter- and humus-decomposing activity, whereas the my-
corrhizal fungi react indirectly through the growth response of
the associated trees. It is also conceivable that the increased
tree growth generates a higher production of litter biomass,
and this in turn favours the saprotrophic species. The fungal di-
versity and fruit body production of both the saprotrophic and
the mycorrhizal species ﬂuctuated at a high level for the 17 y
following the thinning, even though canopy began to close
within a few years after the thinning intervention and reached a
comparable level like before thinning. This indicates that other
factors besides the microclimatic changes caused by the thin-
ning must be primarily responsible for the shift in diversity
and fruit body numbers.
While tree growth started in 1987 in the ﬁrst season after
thinning, fruit body production was delayed for 3 y after the
thinning intervention. 1987 and 1988 were productively very
low mushroom years in the thinning plot, but not in the non
thinned plots where production was average. A possible rea-
son for this might be the temporary site disturbance caused by
the intervention itself, which led to the soil being exposed to
the sun and thus becoming much drier. In a thinning exper-
iment described by Pilz et al. (2006), fruit body production
of Cantharellus formosus decreased in the year after thinning
probably also due to site disturbance, but recovered in the fol-
lowing years. The three-year delay in the reaction of the fruit
bodies to the thinning does not exactly coincide with the 2-y
time lag observed before fruit body production ﬁts well with
tree-ring width. This discrepancy might be due to the fact that
1989, the third year after the thinning, was a generally a very
poor mushroom year with nearly no fruit body production in
the whole region.
Fungal fruit body production reacts immediately to a re-
duction or an interruption of the carbohydrate ﬂow to the roots
(Högberg et al., 2001; Kropp and Albee, 1996), its reaction to
the opposite process, an increase in carbohydrate availability,
seems to be delayed. The time lag of two years might be due
to the carbon consumption strategy of mycorrhizal fungi. They
might ﬁrst invest a surplus of carbohydrates into building-up
the soil mycelium to fullﬁll their vital survival functions, and
only secondarily in fruit body production for sexual reproduc-
tion.
5. CONCLUSIONS
We have found a clear temporal correspondence between
thinning, the growth reaction of trees and the reaction of the
associated fungal community. It was unfortunately not feasible
to replicate the thinning treatment, because it was a routine sil-
vicultural intervention within the forest management plan and
repeating the experiment was not possible. Nevertheless, we
still found strong indications of a causal relationship between
tree growth and the productivity of mycorrhizal fungi. Most
striking was the clear shift in the proportion of beech-speciﬁc
fungi after thinning, which was absent in the control plots.
More research would help to verify our ﬁndings, especially
thinning experiments in other forest stands with trees of diﬀer-
ent age and species composition. It could also help to identify
other variables involved in the fruit body formation and pro-
ductivity of forest mushrooms. Our ﬁndings clearly show the
necessity of including mycorrhizal fungi as important players
in the carbon source/sink discussion of a tree. Furthermore, we
recommend that forest managers should also consider the in-
terplay between trees and forest mushrooms in management
policy because edible mushrooms are interesting non-wood
products of our forests whose yield may well be positively in-
ﬂuenced by forest management.
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